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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 6-9, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Oiwa et al., JP 1 1355432, hereinafter referred to as Oiwa, in view of Namekawa, 
US Patent 4,945,556. 

Regarding claim 1, Oiwa et al. disclose changing the input states of an electronic 
device that comprises input means and has the capability of carrying out user 
operations (0014). Oiwa et al. disclose that the input states compromise a locked state 
and an unlocked state enterable by their respective locking and unlocking inputs (0014). 
Oiwa et al. further discloses and intermediate unlocking state that contains a different 
input from the unlocking input (0016). Oiwa et al. disclose that once the intermediate 
unlocked state has been entered, the termination of the user operation is detected 
based upon a predetermined number of input operations (e.g. end key), and the locked 
state in entered upon detection (0019). 

Oiwa fails to disclose upon entering an intermediate unlocked state of said 
electronic device, in which a limited operational use of said input portion is possible, 
from the locked state, based on an intermediate unlocking user input which is different 
from the unlocking input required for entering the unlocked state. 
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Namekawa discloses that if the first lock code is input, the mobile telephone 
system can be used without any limitation (column 2, lines 42-44). Namekawa further 
discloses that if the second lock code is input, the mobile system then can be used with 
some limitations (column 2, lines 45-47). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to incorporate the invention discloses in Namekawa with Oiwa. 

The motivation for doing this would have been Namekawa relates in his invention 
that a subgroup of user operations can be carried out in a secondary locked state while 
applicant states that user operations that can be carried out in the intermediate 
unlocked state are restricted to a subgroup of user operations that can be carried out in 
the unlocked state. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Namekawa with Oiwa in order 
to obtain the invention specified in claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 6, Oiwa et al. disclose the processing of the operation data 
using a plurality of computer readable mediums (0013). 

Regarding claim 7, Oiwa et al. disclose a device that performs the functions of 
claim 1 (0010). 

Regarding claim 8, Oiwa et al. disclose memory (0013). 

Regarding claim 9, Oiwa et al. disclose a timer (0018). 

Regarding claim 16, Oiwa et al. disclose a timer (0018). 
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Response to Arguments 
1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 6-9, 16 and 17 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection presented above. 

Regarding claim 1 , applicant argues such an intermediate unlocked state is 
not taught or suggested by Oiwa. Namekawa describes this feature above. Applicant 
also argues that detecting termination of a user operation in an intermediate 
unlocked state where the user operation is other than the locking input and being 
one of the group of completing user operation by a predetermined number of 
input operations, canceling user operation and detecting an unexpected user 
input. Oiwa refers to the use of the "end" key. This reads on cancelling the user 
operation as well as a predetermined input operation that causes termination of user 
operation. 

Regarding claim 6, applicant argues claim is believed to be not anticipated by 
Oiwa since it recites a computer program product for carrying out the method of 
claim 1. However, Oiwa does disclose a computer program product that carries out 
these operations (0013). 

Regarding claim 7, applicant has amended the claim with respect to claim 1; 
therefore, it is rejected under the same grounds as claim 1 stated above. 

Since independent claims 1 and are rejected, dependent claims 8, 9, and 16 are 
also rejected. 

Regarding claim 17, applicant discloses means plus function terminology. 
Independent claims 1 and 7 state the means for the invention and claim 17. Therefore, 
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since those claims are rejected, claim 17 is rejected as well according to the reasons 
stated above. 

Conclusion 

2. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Kenagy et al. discloses a wireless communication device that 
includes a manual input device, a key lock memory, and a key lock processor in US 
Patent # 6,449,492. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Kenneth B. Lee whose 
telephone number is 571-270-3147. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - 
Fri. 7:30AM - 4:00 PM EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Eisen can be reached on 571-272-7687. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Alexander Eisen 
SPE 

Art Unit 2629 
KBL 



